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Summary of reasons for decision: 


The publication depicts a young girl and a young boy engaging in sexual activity under the 
direction of adults; adults re-position the children at certain points. As such it is a visual record of 
child sexual abuse. 

The publication is classified objectionable under s3(2)(a) of the Films, Videos, and Publications 
Classification Act 1993 Act as it promotes and supports the exploitation of children for sexual 
purposes. The only purpose of the publication is to titillate or arouse those with a pmrient sexual 
interest in chidlren. It encourages a viewer to see children as sexually desirable and available for 
adult sexual gratification. The effect is to strengthen this sexual interest and encourage the viewer 
to pursue the sexual exploitation of vulnerable children. Further, the construction and 
dissemination of such publications for distribution with like-minded individuals exacerbates the 
sexual abuse depicted and re-victimises the children involved. 

This classification interferes with the right to freedom of expression, but this is an outcome that 
is consistent with Parliament's intention that publications falling under s3(2) are deemed to be 
objectionable. 



